implication No >/729,009 Docket No.: 0425-T899F 

Reply u> Office Action of April 6. 2007 
Amendment dated August 6, 2007 

REMARKS 

Upon entry of the instant amendment claims 2-5 and 844 are pending in the application. 
In the instant amendment claims 2-5, 8-9, and 11 have been amended, and claim 7 has been 
canceled. New claims 12, 13 and 14 have been added. 

Hie instant amendment made herein to the claims does not incorporate new matter into 
the application as originally filed. For example, claim 1 has been amended by i . >oi ig the 
feature of claim 7 to further clarify the present invention. Consequently, claim 7 has been 
canceled. New claim 12 is based on claim 4 and new claim 1 3 is based on the disclosure at page 
20, the last line of the specification. Previous claim 4 has been rewritten as independent new 
claim 14, while incorporating all features of previous claim 1 . 

Accordingly, proper consideration of each of the pending claims is respectfully requested 
iat present, as is entry of die present amendment. 

Interview 

Applicants appreciate the Examiner's courtesy in allowing Applicants Representatives to 
conduct a Personal Interview at the USPTO on June 14, 2007. The Examiners comments as set 
forth in the Interview Summary form are correct with respect to the discussion that took place 
d uring the interview. 

C / tint C , i 

Cilaims 2, 5. and 1 1 have been objected to because of informalities. 
Applicants respectfully traverse. 
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Claims 2 and 5 have been amended, as suggested by the Examiner, to overcome this 
objection. 

With regard to claim 11, the Examiner states that the last phrase of "and the gas 
generating agent molded article" is unclear in meaning. 

applicants respectfully sit t 1 u*re i i i in claim 11, and assume 

that Ihe Examiner is referring to the limitation in claim 9. 

In view of this, claim 9 has been amended to overcome this objection. 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw this ejection.. 

Claim Rejeetims - 35 U.S,€. § 10S 

Claims 2, 3 V and 10 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Taguchi US '051 (USP 6,485,051) in view of Taylor US '922 (US 2003/0 145922A1) in 
further view of DaM US *055 (USP 6,139,055). Further, claim 5 has been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Taguchi US ! 051 in view of Taylor US '922 and 
Dahl US '055 in further view of Matsuda US 767 (USP 5,780,767). Further, claims 8, 9, and 1 1 
have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Taguchi US '051 in 
view of Taylor in further view of Matsuda US 767. 

1 v s respectfulb ese re ections. 
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Disti nctions over the Cited References 

First, none of the cited references disclose or suggest one of the features of the present 
invention: "the gas generating agent accommodated in the combustion chamber includes 
gu inidine nitrate td basic c >pp« nitrate a< recited in c •< im 

Further, none of the cited references disclose or suggest one of the features of the present 
invention: "molded articles of a gas generating agent," as recited in claim 2, 

In this regard, at page 3, the last line to page 4, line 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner 
asserts that Taylor. US '922 discloses molded articles of a gas generating agent at paragraph 
0052. 

However, at paragraph 0050, Taylor US '922 merely discloses, as follows: 

[0052] A preferred igniter composition in accordance with the invention was 
prepared containing 9 weight percent boron, 24.37 weight percent gmnidine 
nitrate and 66.63 weight percent potassium nitrate, where such percentages are 
in terms of the overall composition. 

Katlter, at paragraphs 0052, Taylor US '922 discloses, as follows: 

10950] As will be appreciated by thdse skilled in the art and guided by the 
! ecordance with th i n in ion 

can he processed or otherwise produced by various methods. One useful 
"> <• 1 (< " t. , t , e \ > > s a i ^ , m i d, tht n an<> to 
form granular mat ih ad iplished by > run m ing the various 
i> 5 ture of water and eihan eight) to 

•> -t < <" <t ' ' <> > > <• ' J> * a n o\en 

' ,! m a prodi t cafa 1 y pro a i e can ti n be ground, with the g wnd 

ass i ' > i mt 14 to about 3 

mesh). Alternatively, the slurry may be granulated, dried and then classified. 

wther j ocessing a moductio nethod tha may be employed i 1 r orm a 
slurry at a relatively low solvent level and - sphereouise the material Jollowed 
riaug'/> a t , t t > , > < - oJ, n\ f> oi <> 

(Emphasis added) 
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h ti ese dis v^-- ! i t s v 22 u s tc disci se or sugges it es fa jas 

generating agent, while suggesting grind i < pro s fhus Faylo? I S '^22 teache s, away 
^ , .mieles , * ih-\n wsggesi it 

As explained above, the cited references fail to disclose o s \ s e feature of 

the presei ven tit hus prit < case o Lw sness is i es even if the t [ted 

references are combined. Likewise, if follows that a persm ta\hu. dm; - 4 the art would 
not he motivated by any of the teachings of the cited references to arrive at the present invention.: 

Accordingly, the present invention (independent claim 2 and dependent claims) is not 
obvious over the cited references. The Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider, and 
withdraw this rejection. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicants appreciate the Examiners indication that claims 4 and 7 would be allowable 
if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

In the present amendment, previous claim 4 has been rewritten into independent form 
(i.e., new claim 14), while incorporating ail features of previous claim 1 . 
Accordingly, new claim 14 has been put in condition of allowance. 



Accordingly, in view of the above amendments and remarks, reconsideration of the 
rejections and objections, and allowance of the pending claims are earnestly solicited. 



CONCLUSION 
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c there be am outstanding matters tha need o be resolved in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to -.contact John W. Bailey (Reg. No. 32,881) 
at the telephone number below, to conduct an interview in an effort to expedite prosecution in 
connection with the present application. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future 
replies to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No, 02-2448 for any 
additional fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§! .16 or 1.14; particularly, extension of time fees. 
Dated: August 6, 2007 Respectfully submitted. 



By ,iii,J^ * ^ x s x 

Regulation No.: 28,977 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & .BIRCH, LLP 
81.10 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Fails Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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